IN THE JOHNSON COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 


CIVIL DIVISION 

FLEE: ) Case No. 22CV03391 
Petitioner ) 

) 
& ) 

) 
M.A.E. ) 
Defendant ) 


DEFENDANT FATHERS OBJECTION TO DISMISSAL OF MOTION TO 
TERMINATE EXTENDED ORDER OF PFS 22CV03391 A FRAUD UPON 
THE COURT BY THE PRESIDING CHIEF JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT 


COMES NOW, The father of the Escalante minor children and defendant of this fraud Extended Order 
of purported protection from Stalking. Lies. The Chief Judge Charles Droege indicates a 'meritless' a 
to the Defendant's Motion to Terminate the Extended Order of Protection in 22CV03391. The Chief Judge 

speaks of "FRIVILOUS' but the Defendant speaks of 'FRAUD' . Chief Judge Charles Droege's 10th District 
Judiciary isin VIOLATION OF TWO COUNTS OF THE KANSAS OPEN RECORDS ACT in this proceeding 
of 22CV03391, regarding Doc 26 and Doc 27, on the date of October 18, 2023. The Extended Order of PFS 

was issued by former presiding Judge of the family court Paul William Burmaster on Aug 10, 2023, but it was 

also purportedly served onto Defendant Father on October 18, 2023 in the Div 14 courtroom, by personal 

service, with Four Witness and a Certified and Authenticed case record of Transcript from that hearing. On page 

10 of Exhibit B, the Paul W Burmaster, who is called Judge, states, "LET THE RECORD REFLECT" that 

Mr Escalante was being physically served a printed copy of Aug 10's failed, and flawed Doc 26, still dated with 

Aug 10, and alongwith it, that time was the Original Final Order, that contained the needed 18USC 2265 
Certificate of Compliance. Burmaster gives himself up on Page 10, admitting that he did not attach the 

Original Final Order on Aug 10, 2023. As he stated, "Mr Escalante has complained about that". Defendant 

did a little more than complain about it, he told Judge Burmaster that he breaking federal laws of 18USC2265. 
Burmaster made a poor choice to ignore the notification being given to him by father in August of insufficiency 

and Doc26. And he comes back to reality by Oct 18, 2023 as he is seen issuing Extended Order of PFS AGAIN, 
back to back from the Aug 10 serve, and that not what KSA 60-31a06 allows under Kansas Laws. 


On Aug 10, 2023, Doc 26 was not issued alone. Doc 27 was issued with it to the Gardner, Kansas police 
department by electronic mail service to comply with Johnson County Administrative Order 2013-12 
RE:PROTECTION FROM ABUSE & PROTECTION FROM STALKING EMAIL NOTICE TO 
POLICE DEPARTMENTS. 

Doc 27 was served to Gardner Police Department on Aug 10, 2023 in this case record, but if the Court even 
believes that Paul Burmasters attempt to correct an Aug 10, fatal flaw of Process of Service from deficiency 

of Doc 26, than Doc 27 must have also been corrected. Where then is the Document Number of Electronic 
Service to the Gardner Police Department on October 18, 2023 filed with the Clerk, that MUST, have also come 
With any form of service on October 18, 2023 with a purported correction of Doc 26? There is no record 

of Electronic Service on October 18, 2023 to the Gardner Police. Defendant and Kris Kobach/Public Protection 
Office are inquiring for INSPECTION under KORA statutes 

As a matter of Fact, where is also then, Doc 26 as a new case record also on October 18, 2023, because it's missing 
too. The Defendant and Kris Kobach/Public Protection Officer are inquiring for inspection under KORA? 
Exhibit C, TWO OPEN KORA INQUIRIES OF DOC 26, and Doc 27, from Oct 18th issuance are missing 
from County Record, but however it's in the Defendant's transcripts Exhibit B, page 10, being placed as Judge 
"LET THE RECORD REFLECT" Where is your records Chief? 

The Court does not have records of it. As it never really occurred. And this Court is witness to a crime of 

KSA 21-5907 of Paul W Burmaster against the Father Victim Matthew Escalante on Oct 18, 2023, 


when Judge DISTRIBUTED to Mr Escalante, old dated documents from Aug 10, 2023 and July 28, 2022, which 
PURPORTED TO BE legit current and file/stamped COURT Extended ORDER of PFS, to make Mr Escalante 
BELIEVE that he was served a valid PFS with the INTENT TO MISLEAD Mr Escalante so he would take action 
and non-action in RELIANCE thereon: 


Kansas Criminal Statute KSA 21-5907a) Simulating legal process is: 

(1) DISTRIBUTING to another any document which simulates or purports to be, or is designed to cause 
others to BELIEVE it to be, a summons, petition, complaint or other legal process; COURT ORDER) with the 
INTENT TO MISLEAD the recipient and cause the recipient to take action in RELIANCE thereon; or 


Burmaster crime of KSA 21-5907, is affimative unless the Court can produce Oct 18 New numbered documents 


other than Doc 26 and Doc 27, as those are assigned to Aug 10, 2023, Chief, where your docs? 


Exhibit D- Two VIOLATIONS OF KORA, fall onto this Court and reveals a crime against the Escalante 
minor children at the end of this, is where it lands. The Court was aiming at father, but hit Daughters. 
And for that the Court will Account to the Proper Standard of the Law and to the furthest extent possible. 


As Exhibit E, shows this Court and Chief Judge have an issue with abuse of power and discretion regarding 
Administrative Orders outside of the one just mentioned prior. 


FRAUD UPON THE COURT IN A PURPORTED DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CASE THAT ORIGINATE 
THROUGH FRAUDULENT ACTIONS OF CHRISTOPHER T WILSON AND MOTHER. 
PURPORTED SERVANTS OF BEST INTEREST OF CHILDREN. LIES. FRAUDS. 


Exhibit F, the Undersigned Christopher T Wilson while holding Kansas Bar License #15527. As Chris 
brought an another act of fraud into Escalante cases and then hid himself behind the protection order 
that wasn't even his. COWARD. Show yourself Mr Bigshot Attorney. 


As he hurt the Escalante minor daughters, and for that you will account also under proper standard of the 


Law and to the FURTHEST extent for harming my children. 


ME 


Matthew Escalante 

733 Hemlock St 
Gardner KS 66030 
Phone 913-286-2250 
Email eskie678@aol.com 
No fax 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that the Objection to Chief Judge's Dismissal of Defendants Motion to Terminate PFS 
was sent to the following address in this proceeding via Electronic Mail Service 
cwilson@bkwflaw.com Mother J.L.E's purported professional attorney #15527 


lewannalaw@gmail Purported Guardian Ad Litem purported DefenderProtect of the Children LIES 
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EXHIBIT 4 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, 


) 
Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3813 
) Division 14 
vs ) Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
Respondent. ) 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, in 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 
October, 2023. 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 
Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 
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THE COURT: Oh. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: TI guess this was filed today? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, she had -- the 


clerk is going to docket at 11:00. 


THE COURT: The clerk here? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, the -- in the 


federal court. 


THE COURT: Oh, okay. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: We felt that was fair. 


THE COURT: Do you have that e-mail, Mr. Bigus? 


£ 


I’m -- I’m hearing there’s an e-mail from the Layne 


Project saying they denied him but I’m not seeing it. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Um, I, it, it’s possible that 


I have an e-mail at the office. I, I don’t -- I don’t 
know. E == 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: You do. I guess, I, uh, 


sent it to you. 
THE COURT: And does -- is there a reason why 
they turned him down? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not -- she -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t recall seeing such 


an e-mail. 


THE COURT: Right. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: And they go across my desk, 


but -- 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did n 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: 


Some of them h 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: -- reason. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: 


£ 


-- 20 pages an 


haven’t read them word-for-word. 


THE COURT: All right. 


10 
ot give any -- 


ave been -- 


d I frankly 


Apparently when the 


protection from stalking and related case was served, it 


didn’t have the original 
We are going to 


now so that he knows 


this? 


previous 


serve Mr. Escalante a 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: 


he’s got a cop -- a copy of it. 


final order attached. 


copy of that 


I’m -- I’m sorry, what is 


THE COURT: When the PFS was extended at a 


hearing, he was given the extension. But it 


didn’t have the attached original final order. 


Mr. 


Escalante has complained about that. So we’re 


making sure he gets a copy of that. 


So 


with tha 


All 


t today. 


the record should reflect that he was just served 


right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 


visit with his children. 


And he hasn’t done that. 


Over a year 


Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 


to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 


ago on June 


30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 


Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-5 Filed 04/09/24 Page 11 of 15 


11 


handful of supervised parenting sessions at the Layne 


Project due to messages he had sent to his children. 


The Court wanted to make clear that Father was safe 


to be with the children. Because the messages he sent 


were clearly inappropriate. 


Saying that Mom hated him. Saying that the 
children’s voices and names were being used in charges 
against him, including copies of those charges in texts to 


the children. A number of inappropriate things. 


At that time, the Father made clear to the Court that 


he would take a knee and not see his children until after 


the first of the year. 


The Court implored Mr. Escalante to reconsider, to 


visit his children, to work with the Guardian ad Litem and 


to reestablish a normal parenting time routine with his 


children. 
Since that time, Father has stead flat (sic) 


£ 


steadfastly refused to see his children. 


The Court has done all it can to encourage Father to 
see his children. The Court has asked Father. The Court 
has explained that seeing the children would be in their 
best interest. 

The Court has threatened Father with contempt. Which 
is the purpose of contempt. To -- to coerce correct 
behavior. 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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And the Court has even sentenced Father to 30 days in 
jail. All to no avail. 


£ 


Even at no cost to him, Father has refused to visit 


his children. He has steadfastly refused to see his 
children and refused to provide all but the tiniest of 
financial support for then. 


Instead of seeing or supporting his children, he has 


focused on harassing Mother, her Counsel, the Court and 


others with frivolous lawsuits and absolutely false 


allegations on the internet. 
The Court has been as patient as it can be with Mr. 


£ 


Escalante. But just seeing there’s no further reason -- a 


just further reason for delay. 


Parties have been divorced for several years. The 


Court has made plain that only two issues remain, which is 


parenting time and child support. 


The Court will leave the issue of child support to 


the hearing officer. 


Regarding parenting time, the Court finds pursuant to 


K.S.A. 23-3203, that it is in the best interest of the 


minor children for Mother to have sole decision making 


custody of the children. 


This Father has refused to see his children. 


Further, as Father is actively estranged himself from 


the children, Father will exercise no time with the 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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children or contact with 


he contacts the Livingston Counseling Of 


13 


the children by any means until 


IE 


ice, begins 


reintegrated therapy with the children at his expense. 


And produces a report from the therapist, 


recommending expanded time with the children. 


He is directed to contact Livingston Counseling 


without delay. 


There -- the Court will consider no motions of any 


kind by Father until he complies with the Court’s order. 


£ 


This is a 


with K.S.A. 60-254. 


Parties are advised 


inal order and judgment issued in accordance 


they may appeal this decision. 


The Court will file its own journal entry. 


I’m not going to send you to jail today, Mr. 


Escalante. Because that 


was not the point. 


The point was to get you to try to show some 


responsibility here, support your children, visit your 


children, parent your children. 


I’ve been as patien 


t as I can with you. I’ve given 


you more grace and time 
my courtroom. 
And you’ve gone the 


about, blaming everyone, 


than any litigant I’ve ever had in 


opposite direction, flailing 


complaining to everyone, laying 


this false trail of information that you’re being denied 


parenting time when the opposite is true. 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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The Court has repeatedly urged you and even ordered 
you to see your children. 


So I don’t see that there’s any point in 


incarcerating you. That wasn’t the point in the first 


place. 


It was to try to get you to comply. But it’s clear 


that even under the threat of jail, you refused to see 
your children. 


So given that, that will be the final order and 


judgment. But the Court -- the Court will issue its own 
journal entry. 


And with that, we'll be adjourned. Thank you. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Are -- are these, uh, 
contempt proceedings at end then? 
THE COURT: They are. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I, I’m supposed to give 


written, uh, job notification. 


[END OF HEARING] 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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CERTIFICATE 


I, Carol A. Roberts certify that the foregoing transcript 


of proceedings in the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas, 


In the Matter of Escalante, Docket No. 18-CV-3813, held on 


October 18, 2023, 


was prepared using standard electronic 


transcription equipment and is a true and accurate record of 


the proceedings to the best of my knowledge and ability. 


Signature Carol A. Rus, CL 


Date December 1,2023 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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22CV03391 
Div14 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


In the Matter of EXHIBIT C ú Judge 
JANELLE ESCALANTE, Petitioner knowledge of expired order 
END. 22CV3391 extended on 
V Division: 14 
Oct 16, 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE, Respondent in Exhibit B 


NOTICE OF IN PERSON HEARING Dismiss the PO 


The court will hold a hearing on the PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF please 
PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER On August 10, 2023 at 10:00 a.m. _ in 
Division 14 at the Johnson County Courthouse, 150 W Santa Fe, Olathe, Kansas. 


HEARING WILL BE IN PERSON. DO NOT APPEAR AT THE COURTHOUSE 


/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
Dated: 07/21/23 


DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 


PRAECIPE FOR ISSUANCE OF SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of JOHNSON Serve on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, KS, serve Defendant at: 


20815 W 99" ST GARDNER PD 
LENEXA, KS 66220 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/21/23 12:42pm ST 
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22CV03391 
Div14 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 

In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 

Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 

Plaintiff, ) Court No. 14 

and ) 
) 
Matthew Aaron Escalante, ) 
Defendant. ) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 


ONDECI LA NA HN AA AND A A A Sn II I 


FROM STALKING ORDER 


Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiff's Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

1. Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiffs Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff's Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 
extended through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 
Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 
and effect through and including August 10, 2023, or as otherwise may be 
modified by the Court. 


/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
IT IS SO ORDERED. Dated: 07/24/23 


Judge of the District Court 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 
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Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 
8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 

(913) 339-6888 


cwilson@bkwflaw.com 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 
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EXHIBIT E EN 


STATE OF KANSAS ’ STATE OF KANSAS 
OFrnmce ort THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
MAUS PROTECTION Over PUBL PROTECTION DMISION 


KRIS W, Kosach KRIS W. KODACH 
Arszenan Genton AMORE GENAL 


| April 3, 2024 
March 7, 2024 Matthew Escalante 
733 Hemlock Se 
Marthew Escalante Gazdnes, KS 64030 
733 Hemlock Se 
Gardner, KS 6030 RE KORA Coenphint - ‘te dicial Distric ( bonorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 


J 
Que File Number PP-24-000086 
RE: KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Hanarable Pool Burmaster Divisio 14) a ` 
Our Pile Number PP-2¢-000051 Desr Mr. Escalante: 


ret mp you tulommitted ooline March 31, 2024. Lis yen 
Dear Ms. Escalante: en seceived your KORA compiaing that you submötted « fine Ms ch KIA. In yous 


istrict (Honorable Paul Burm: ion 14) violared 


leo cbs Act (KORA)? 
Oa March 7, 2024, we received your KORA complain: that you pobmirted online March 6, 2024, In your aiii » 


complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial Diseist (Homorsble Paul Buensaster Division 14) violated 


the Karmas Open Records Act (KORA)! This maner remains pending, We will contact you if further information is 


ccanphiint, Additioaally, we will advise you cf th ts of our review when it is 


relating, to your 
od 


This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further inicewarion is needed rehting to your 
complains. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of out review when it is concuded. 


We appreciate your patience as we cantinas our review of this matter, 


Sincerely, 


Anta mib 


We appreciate your patience as we continue Mat review of this matter. 
Sincerely, 


QmbaQmith 


Amber Senitls ASis 
Fiest Auistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section | 


Johnson Counties 2 Violations of the KORA is Plaintiffs Proof of Claim that 
the Gardner Police is Enforcing an|lllegal Order, Doc 26 and Doc 27 are fraud issued on 
Oct 18 by a JoCo district court Honorable and the Chief Honorable is furthering 

- that fraud in Exhibit C, knowingly, and 2 million-people out here in the social accounts 


of Plaintiff watching that Fraud occur, and plaintiff did that to protect himself and his 
children. Please review and address properly. 


cement Section 


Asus 


VESA 45-215 omg 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
IN THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE CASE NO. 2:23-CV02529 


et. al. S.J.E, a minor child 


VS. 


CITY OF GARDNER, GARDNER POLICE DEPT 
& ITS ASSOCIATES 
Defendants 


XA o a aa aa Yu 4 


MOTION TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF JOHNSON COUNTY 


DISTRICT COURT CASES OF 24-DV00172, 22CV03391 22CV0890 & 18CV03813 

DECEIVING BY JOCO CHIEF & DISTRICT HONORABLE OF DV ORDERS 8 DEFENDANT PD IS KNOWINGLY ENFORCING V 

COMES NOW, the Plaintiff, Matthew Escalante, as his own counsel respectfully beckons 

the Court to take Judicial Notice of events transpiring in the Plaintiff's Johnson county cases 

that direct pertain to this proceeding and bring merit to his claims in this court over the 

last 9 months in 4 civil rights lawsuits. This request is pursuant Rule 201, Judicial Notice 

of Adjudicative Facts (b) kinds of facts that may judicially noticed. The court may judiciall 

notice a fact that is not subject to reasonable dispute because it (1) is generally known within 

the trial court's territorrial jurisidiction or can be accurately and readily determined from sources 

whose accuracy cannot reasonable be questioned. Section (d) of rule 201 states (d) timing, the 

court may take judicial notice at any stage of the proceeding. 

The plaintiff has approached the United States Court in March and October 2023 on Good Faith 

with bringing Honorable Burmaster before this court in Burmaster I and II civil rights lawsuits. 

A testimony of the Plaintiff's merit and cause for general concern of the State of Kansas, pertaining 

to the Johnson County Court and the Defendant Gardner Police Department is Seen in the following 


Facts: 


1. Johnson County Case 22CV03391 is protection order from Stalking case that Plaintiff has stated 
in these proceeding of his of recent that the case is meritless. Two entries, into the PFS 
case showing in the docket this week give testimony to that. 


A. 04/08/24 FILE STAMP- ORDER FROM THE COURT OF APPEALS, THE EXTRAORDINARY 
RELIEF OF A WRIT OF MANDAMUS CANNOT BE INVOKED TO CONTROL SUCH 
DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS 


1. This is the second writ of mandamus request that has been given to the Kan. Sup 
Ct. regarding the peta order case. No docket entry was placed from the 
high court in the first mandamus request in September of 2023, but there was 
this time. And that is because the Plaintiff also informed the Kansas Supreme 
Court that the Civil Judge Paul Burmaster had been removed from proceedin 
entirely and that Plaintiff was being unconstitutionally and borderline illegally 
restricted from accessing the docket of his own case as defendant who is with 
a statutory right to filed a motion to modiy the PFS Order under KSA 60-31a06. 
This statute hold at any time, a party may file a motion to modify, with sufficient 
grounds and cause of course, is implied. Plaintiff has had that Grounds and Cause 
since its inception and a half ago. The Plaintiff has tried to file countless motions 
with merit into the case and they have been denied and not correctly logged as 
why they were denied. And itis a rule of the 10th district local rules to do that. 


OID ORDERS 


2. Plaintiff contends that the Decision of the High Court to touch the county docket 
with a notation of high court bench note was to let Chief Judge Charles Droege 
know that Honorable has Zero right to bend the laws of KSA 60-31a06 and bar 
a statute allowance from the Plaintiff who has the Facts of the motion to modify 
that was shown to the Supreme Court in this most recent Petition for Writ of 


Mandamus. 


B. Second Entry after the above Docket Notations by the higher court is the Plaintiff's Entry 
that was finally allowed in, 04/08/24 FILE STAMP 4/5/24 EXPARTE DEFENDANT FATHERS 
MOTION TO TERMINATE EXTENDED ORDER 22CV03391 FOR NON COMPLIANCE WITH 
FEDERAL VAWA 18USC2265 AND KANSAS LAW OF KSA 60-31a06, shows in exhibits the 
legal issues of illegality with Extended Order of PFS 22CV03391. 

1. Again, the Plaintiff has a god given, constitutional an to Demand any protection 
order formed against him be compliant with Federal Laws ofthe Re-Authorization 
ofthe Violence Against Womens Act and also one that complies with state statutes. 
And Extended Order formed by Plaintiff's malicious ex wife, the defendant of 
US CASE 2:23-CV02491, which was dismissed, formed an order alongside Paul 
Burmaster, defendant of 2:23-CV02471, and 2:23-CV02559, they formed a Protection 
Order and then Extended it and it has NEITHER of the beforementioned merits of 
VAWA and state compliance for P.O.'s. Honorable Broomes Actions towards the 
Plaintiff in those cases is questionable as fair, as facts continue in this motion. 

2 Motions attached, Exhibit B andC, Motion and Denial. Chief Judge is lying through 
his teeth in the Denial and Proof of it is in Exhibit E, the Court cannot Produce the 
Doc 26, as a new case record that shows on Oct 18, Doc 26 and Doc 27 KORA violations. 


The Aasa Aeatau-Rade An) OB Ts) a pin cat Andes Cain Aager Weak Sake. Droege lying. 


2. The Plaintiff even brought the Chief Judge of the Johnson County District Court into a federal De 
under the Civil Rights Act of 1964, section 1983, and the Plaintiff was critized by Honorable John Broomes 
to a degree that if affected these federal proceedings. Plaintiff is not an attorney, Plaintiff does not 
know everything, nor claim to. Plaintiff was raised with humility but these men Droege and Burmaster 
have pushed the Plaintiff with Misconduct against Judicial Rules under 601b of Kan R Rel Jud Cond 1 and 
Canon 2. And here's a proof of claim below that the Johnson County Criminal Court informed the 
Plaintiff that she sent and notified the County District Attorney at 4:55PM regarding: 


A. Johnson County Criminal Case 24-DV00172, State vs Escalante. Escalante being the Plaintiff 
of this Lawsuit. The county case in origin is from a police report from the federal defendant 
Gardner Police Department of this proceeding. Defendant/Plaintiff Matthew Escalante has 
motioned for change of venue in the county is every single civil and criminal case yesterday 
April 10, 2024 and because defendant has caught Chief Honorable Charles Droge doing 
something that he should not be doing, because it's against the law of KSA 21-5907, and 
Plaintiff informed this High Court that Defendant Burmaster was doing it to, in Burmaster I & II, 
and it was precluded from the High Court. The authorities already are aware of the Honorable 
Droege's action with a invalid county purported 'Administrative Order' in case 22CV00890, 
so Plaintiff is trusting we're not gonna preclude what is already fully known and needing 
addressed and visible. 


1. Attached hereto is Exhibit B, Plaintiff/Defendant's Motion to Change Venue pursuant 
KSA 22-2602, in a criminal proceeding that was brought by the Gardner Police Dept 
and malicious ex wife. Exhibit D has a simulated Case Record of an Administrative 
Order inside another man's civil custody case. The case has a file discovered within 
it that is not docketed into a county record, the file is titled 22CV00980_21273749.pdf 
and its report from the Children's Peace Alliance, and it has a Page 1, that cannot 
occur that way by statute of KSA 21-5907 Simulating Legal Process and by Kansas 
Supreme Court guidelines on Administrative Ordering. 


a. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is a white piece of paper that has black 
text and simulating to be a Filed Johnson County Administrative Order. 


1. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf has no Clerk of the District Court 
file stamp. 


N 


. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is not numbered at all according 
to Rules of the Courts and all of Honorable Droege's other admin orders. 


w 


. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is NOT in the list and lineup on 
the Johnson County Administrative Order screen as the public 
records of Administrative Orders are treated in Johnson County on 
this page, https://public.jococourts.org/admord/ 


4. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is not really an Administrative Order. 
Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is in a court file, and it is put there 
with no jurisdiction since its not filed, and it is given to parties ina 
custody proceeding that WAS also under Hon. Burmaster's jurisdiction 
and it pretending to a filed admin order to make the parties (the father) 
in that case believe that it is authentic in which will cause the dad to 
believe that and then take action or non action in reliance of; 


5. Kansas Criminal Statute 21-5907. Simulating legal process. 
(a) Simulating legal process is: 
(D Distributing to another any document which simulates or purports to 
be, or is designed to cause others to believe it to be, a summons, petition, 
ove or other legal process, with the intent to mislead the recipient 
and cause the recipient to take action in reliance thereon; or 
(2) ns ting or distributing any such document, knowing that it shall be 
so used. 
(b) Simulating a is a class A nonperson misdemeanor. 
(©) This section shall not apply to the printing or distribution of blank 
forms of legal documents intended for actual use in judicial proceedings. 


6. Plaintiff doesn't know everything about the Law but he does the above. 
And the Clerk of the Criminal Court knows it too, as she much appreciated 
informed the Plaintiff what was proper upon reception of that document 
The Clerk has a code of conduct to follow at all times, upon recieving that 
motion and its contents, she has to report somehow upwards to somebody 
at the minimum. And the Clerk does then notify, that she contacted the 
County District Attorney at 4:55PM and made sure the DA got a copy of 
the exhibit A. And Plaintiff thank her for that. 
b. This High Court ALSO has a code of conduct upon reception of the filed stamped 
Exhibit Dand the exhibit from the county Pao within it of simulated 
‘ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER’ that is isn't real or with any jurisdiction for Charles Droege 


olikethat. That's a gross andn ent abuse of Power. ces the Plaintiff 
said Hon. Droege was doing to Plaintiff kids and him. And Honorable Broomes, 
quite honestly MEY looked the other way and dismissed the proceedin 
after it was stayed in place for weeks, questioning Immunity. Well now an affirmative 
of Immunity loss shows with Chief Hon. Charles Droege, as he cannot commit a 
crime in his official capacity, in reading and interpreting what the Magistrate 
laid out as needed requirement to apply Section 1983 in Kansas to an sitting 
Honorable under Stump v. Sparkman 435 US 349. This was stated per the Magistrate 
in Burmaster I, several times. The father Knoche intending to file US Lawsuit 
against Hon Droege for that action in his case of the false adminstrative order. 
Knoche expressed to Plaintiff exactly how the plaintiff on the Matters at hand.... 


1. We as Fathers, have much better things to do, that bring county district 
court judges into the United States courts for accountability as required 
in these instance by standard of the Law spoken above, of what is needed 
for section 1983j application. We have better things to do, LIKE BEING 
FATHERS TO OUR BEAUTIFUL CHILDREN, and Plaintiff doesn't even see 
his because of Droege and Burmaster who both now have evidence in 
federal dockets of being engaged in crossing criminal statute of KSA 21-5907. 
Burmaster I and Burmaster II, both have docketed crimes by the two. 


Case 2223-05 2529-JWB-TJJ Docume t11. Filed 04/09/24 Pag 
to egil 


N 


. Plaintiff feels the Dismissal of Burmaster II, deserved a fairer scale of what 
Justice required under Rule 15, when it was explained to him by this High 
Court that the Burmaster I claim could not re-enter this court, because 
the inexperience of the pro se, he didn't know that. And never would 
he expected exceptions of not knowing rules to be grounds for letting 
him bypass them, both on that scale of Justice for Burmaster II, on the 
dismissal day by Hon Broomes, there was on One Scale, the first time 
occurrence of a mistake aof Plaintiff not knowing of Claim Preclusion and 
on the other scale was the Defendant Family Court judge Paul Burmaster 
having committed a criminal action on Oct 18, 2023 by Double Extending 
a Protection Order when he knew he fatally flawed the original extension 
of it on Aug 10, 2023. Burmaster knew he couldn't double extend a PFS 
that expired on Aug 10, 2023 but he still did and he broke the law on Oct 
18, when he handed me documents with old dates of Aug 10, and july 28, 2022. 
Simulation of legal process of extending an order of purported protection and 
it really is just Burmaster and Droege breaking laws to push malicious 
endeavors on Truth Speakers in the county courts. UNACCEPTABLE. 

There is an OPEN KBI Report on Burmaster u. now, in 4JC-KCS-2EB. 

But Hon Broomes respectfully, I'm go to politely ask the Magistrate only 
now handle the Response to Show Cause of Escalante vs Gardner Police 
and he see some recusals. Because this Court has pushed the PFS out of this 
Court and now its back in a Police Lawsuit. And the Chief of Police is with 
admissible evidence that she gives up that she also knows that the PFS is 
without jurisdiction and its void, and that the county is not doing anything 
about it, and showing a measure of incompetence that would overrule 

the Younger Absention and Rooker Feldman, because it is ST of 
what is happened where JOCO is in the Wrong, and two are breaking the 
law while prejudicing. 


WHEREFORE the Plaintiff respectfully asks review of the facts pertaining to Escalante vs Gardner Police, 

by the Magistrate or a different judge other than Honorable Broomes please. This feels like a fair and honest 
request with all the Burmaster matters still somewhat alive and sitting in the 10th circuit still. The plaintiff 
asks the Constitution be please re-evaluated when handling his cases in this court, as he did ask for an attorney 
when he got here, not as a Right, but to avoid any unnecessary burden on the Court because the court doesnt 
deserve to clean up after every sloppy pro se, but this plaintiff pro se also doesn't deserve a county court 

to steal his children from share and hurt them while county judges are seen breaking the law while they 

do it. [haven't seen our daughter in almost two years, and county judge have broken laws that hold 

the custody decision of the Escalnate children. The state court is not adequate forum and thats why 
2:23-CV02491 Mothers injunctive lawsuit should have never been dismissed. It was prejudiced against a 


pro se. Respectfully. 
n summary above, the same chief 


judge who is denying a PFS motion to 


See Matthew Escalante 
modify and stating the motion is meritless 733 Hemlock St 
is ALSO the same chief judge in Exhibit D and E Gardner KS 66030 
breaking a Kansas criminal statute and who's Court 
Phone 913-286-2250 


is in TWO violations of the Kansas Open Records Act Fax No fax 
for failure to produce a fraud protection order that shows : É 

served in my transcripts on Oct 18, but wasn't a real event, Email eskie678@aol.com 

was simulated and theres the proof,. JoCo courts violation of two counts of Kansas Open Records Act from Oct 18 Simulation of legal process 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE of Doc 26 artificially 


Thereby certify that I filed this pleading ee CM/ECF on April 9th 2024, and a copy was 
sent to the United States Court in the District of Kansas for full review and handling as appropriate. 
Thank you. I mean no disrespect to the Federal Judiciary Theres now at last count 1.89 Million across social media platform 


watching Charles Droege lie and deceive the Plaintiffs cases and that 
protective order, please stop those acts of county fraud 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


STATE OF KANSAS 
Plaintiff 
Case No. 24-DV00172 
vs. 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE 
Defendant MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE AND NOTICE 


OF EFFECT IMPROPER VENUE OF ESCALANTE JOCO CASES 
Pursuant to K.S.A 22-2616 


COMES NOW Pro Se Defendant Alienated Father Matthew Escalante and moves the Court 


for an Order transferring venue to DOUGLAS County, Kansas immediately. 
In Support of this Motion, the Plaintiff notifies this Court in Exhibit A, B, C, and D of a 


criminal statute violation that is showing occurred by the presiding chief judge of this proceeding 


and is a testimony to the statutory grounds needed for Plaintiff to motion for venue change of KSA 


22-2616. Change of venue. (1) In any prosecution, the court upon motion of the defendant shall order 
that the case be transferred as to him to another county or district if the court is satisfied that there 
exists in the county where the prosecution is pending so great a prejudice against the defendant that 

he cannot obtain a fair and impartial trial in that county. 


Matthew Escalante's cannot receive a fair trial of 24-DV00172 because he holds Exhibits A,B,C D, 
Mr Escalante has captured a criminal act by the Chief Judge of this District Court, and is being prejudiced 
as also hold another of the Same statute violation over a civil judge PWB. 
1. On or around April 4th or April Sth, 2024, the Court and Division 22, received a court file 
labeled by a Johnson County computer system as 22CV00980_21273749.pdf. The problem with 
that PDF, is clear and present, as the Simulation of an Administrative Order is transpiring against 
KSA 21-5907, Simulating Legal Process. Simulating Legal Process is Class A misdemeanor crime. 
A. Facts of Exhibit A, Page 1, with undersigned Chief Judge Charles Droege, of the page titled 
Administrative Order, as not really being an authentic Administrative Order or Any 
Order with Jursidiction at all is found in: 
1. Exhibit A, purported Administrative order does not a Clerk Stamp. It is not filed 
into any county record. 
2. Exhibit A, purported Administrative order is not numbered. At all, the way 
the Kansas Supreme Court lays expectation in the rules that say Admin Orders 
must be numbered in the following way (##-####) and that translated as the two digit 
year and the a sequential number pattern that a district rolls into by orders that come. 
3. Exhibit A, purported Administrative Order is not showing at all, on Johnson County 
Administrative Order public website. And that's because it's not filed and not real. It 
is then without Jurisdiction. 
4. It's an Simulated Administrative Order that was given to a Respondent, in a court file to 


make that person believe it was real and that they must take action reliant on it 
2. 21-5907. Simulating legal process (a) Simulating legal process is: (1) Distributing to another any document which 
simulates or purports to be, or is designed to cause others to believe it to be, a summons, petition, complaint or 
other legal process, with the intent to mislead the recipient and cause the recipient 
to take action in reliance thereon Simulating Legal Process Class A Misdemeanor. 


3. This endeavor against Mr. Escalante is over. If this Criminal Courtroom and Judge Sample and the 
Prosecution believe that the Defendant, holding judicial crimes of the Chief and a District Judge is 
not grounds for a Venue Change awarded to the Defendant, then thats foolish. 

4. Furthermore, this criminal proceeding is attempting to maliciously prosecute the Defendant. This 
case 24-DV 00172 CAN'T PROSECUTE MR ESCALANTE SO WHY ARE WE STILL TRYING? 


The civil order alleged to be violated in this case by defendant was issued under weak authority of civil 
judge Burmaster and he ordered Doc 307 pursuant to KSA 60-254 while citing KSA 23-3207. Prior 

higher court rulings in STATE VS HENDRICKS has already determined that KSA 23-3207 interoculatory 
order can't be charge criminally, and furthermore KSA 60-254 Can't even legally hold Doc 307. 


(52 Kan App 2d 737) 
5. There are protection and restraining order deceptions appearing from the Civil Court of Johnson Co. 


so what can be said of a criminal court/prosecution who is trying to prosecute the Defendant who has 
discovered it. Cease and desist from 24-DV00172 and 23-DV00908, or change the venue upon Exhibits 


A, B,C, D, E. 
1. Judicial notice is asked to Judge Sample of Case 22CV03391, File Stamp 4/8/24 EXPARTE FATHERS 


MOTION TO TERMINATE PFS ORDER DUE TO NON COMPLIANCY OF FEDERAL VAWA 


18USC2265 AND STATE LAW 60-31a06. Inconsistent orders doesn't work anymore. 
WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, also attaches Exhibits B, C, D and shows the Defendant Judge Burmaster committed 


a crime also of KSA 21-5907, on Oct 18, 2023. The second process serve of Extended Order of Protection Doc 26 could 
not occur AGAIN on Oct 18, 2023, because it expired on Aug 10, 2023, when Judge didn't follow the Page 2 

directive on the Extended Order Forms, its not optional, or it's without jurisdiction. From the period of Aug 10 

failed, flawed process serve without a VAWA certificate upto October 18, 2023, the extended order was dead, expired. 
And Burmaster coming in on Oct 18, 2023, stealing shared custody with an Order while also unlawfully extended 

an expired order Doc 26 and doing nothing but reprint the old documents that were dated on Aug 10, and July 28, 2022 
then giving them to me on Oct 18, 2023, and not file stamped with Oct 18, that was his crime of KSA 21-5907. 

This Criminal would be well advised that 2 judge, a one being the Chief have broken Kansas laws independently 

and nobody has authority to hurt my children, by persecuting me without the merit to do so. 

This court is being highlight in media exposing, I suggest it let the Defendant go, transfer out, or we take judge crimes 


into Trial with us and thats that first thing we are going to talk about with a jury and the DOJ.. 


Transfer venue immediately to be appropriate for all parties. Thx. 
y pprop pP a. 
Matthew Escalante 
a 733 Hemlock St 
Gardner KS 


Phone 913-286-2250 
Email eskie678@aol.com 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I hereby certify that the Motion to Change Venue was sent to parties in the Proceeding on 4/8/24 
through electronic mail service to the following addresses 


Bianca.finney@joco.gov.org 


EXHIBIT A (NOT FILED/NO JURISDICTION) 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 
Case No. 22CV890 
Division 22 
Chapters 23 and 60 
Honorable 
Jason Billam 
In the Matter of: ) 
) 
) 
SHIRA GORDON (fka KNOCHE) ) 
Petitioner, ) 
) 
STEVEN KNOCHE ) 
Respondent ) 
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER 


IT IS ORDERED that the attorneys of record may discuss the contents of the attached report with their 
clients, but shall not give a copy of the report to their clients and shall not permit the clients to read or make 
notes from the report. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a party not represented by counsel may at the Court’s discretion, be 
allowed to review the report, but shall not be provided with a copy of such report. The Court may set further 
conditions upon the review of the report by a party not represented by counsel. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that failure to comply with the terms of this order, by either attorney or a 
party, may be punishable by sanctions for contempt as the Court may determine. 

/s/ Charles Droege 


Chief Judge 
Tenth Judicial District 


Expedited Child Interviews 
Children’s Peace Alliance Foundation 
Confidential 


For Professional Use Only 


Children’s Peace Alliance 


Foundation 


February 4, 2024 


Honorable Jason Billam 
Johnson County District Court 
Div 22 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT, JOHNSON COUNT 


28 USCS SECTION 1738 


22CV03391 
Div14 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 

In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 

Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 

Plaintiff, ) CourtNo. 14 

and ) 
) 
Matthew Aaron Escalante, ) 
Defendant. ) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 
FROM STALKING ORDER 

Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiff's Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

1. Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiff’s Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff’s Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 
extended through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 
Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 


and effect through and including August 10, 2023, of as otherwise may be 


modified by the Court. 
/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
ABRO ONDEREN: Dated: 07/24/23 
Judge of the District Court 

BURMASTER KNEW HE 
WAS BREAKING THE LAW 1 
ON OCT 18 2023 AS HE IS DOING 
IN PRIOR EXHIBIT. 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 


Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 


8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 
(913) 339-6888 
cwilson@bkwflaw.com 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 


STATE OF KANSAS 


OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PUBLIC PROTECTION DIVISION 
Kris W. KOBACH MEWORIAL HALL 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 120 SW 10TH AVE.. 2ND FLOOR 
TorExa, KS 66612-1597 
(7B5) 296-3751 © FAX (785) 291-3699 
TOLL FREE IN KANSAS (800) 432-2310 
www. INYOURCORNERKANSAS. ORG 


March 7, 2024 


Matthew Escalante 


133 Hemlock Sr 


Gardner, KS 66030 
KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 


RE: 
Our File Number PP-24-000051 


Dear Mr, Escalante: 


On March 7, 2024, we received your KORA complaint that you submitted online March 6, 2024. In your 
complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 


the Kansas Open Records Act (KORA). 


This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 
complaint. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of our review when it is concluded. 


We appreciate your patience as we continue our review of this matter. 


Sincerely, 


Ab mbuQmnite 


Amber Smith 
First Assistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 


STATE OF KANSAS ’ 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PAL PROP ECTION Damon PUBLIC PROTECTION DIVISION Jaiak: 
KRIS W, KOBACH teu nui KRIS W. KODACH cr AN 
Aromen Gestank 129-90 1800 A. Ina Racos ATIOPSEr STAAL 120.310 10m At, 200 6 
TIAA. KS 612-1297 arena WS 1200 
TOS TIOIIS! © PRN CTOS 191-3000 | April 3,2024 COGE LIS TSG Ara TOD TINS 
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March 7, 2024 Mathew Escalante 
733 Hemlock Se 
Matthew Escalante N Gardner, XS 64030 
733 Hemlock Se 
Gardner, KS COO) RE KORA Coemplaina - ‘Teoh Judicial Disie (/fonorable Paul armaster Division 14) 
Our File Nuenbez PP-24-000086 
RE: KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Hasarable Panl Burmaster Divkioe 14) R 
Our Fe Number PP-24-000051 Dear Mr. Hocalanec: 
Dear Mr. Escalante: On April 2, 2024, we received pour KORA compiaing that you rubminted online March 34, 2024. ln yous 
` comaksint, you alleged that the Temth Judicel District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violared 
K H } e ` 
On March 7, 2024, we reevived your KORA comphin: that you submitted online March 6, 2024, In your te Opa Act (KORA): 
py wer ged pret on naa Diserist (Honvenble Paul Sucmaster Division 14) violated This matter remains pending, We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 
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This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further infcewerñon is needed rebting to your 
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